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ARNAUD HUREL & NOE¨L COYE (ed.). Dans
l’e´paisseur du temps: arche´ologues et ge´ologues
inventent la pre´histoire. 442 pages, 132 colour &
b&w illustrations. 2011. Paris: Muse´um national
d’Histoire naturelle; 978-2-85653-666-7 paperback
€35.
In the last thirty
years, the history
of archaeology has
passed from being
considered an in-
nocuous pastime to
being perceived as
an essential field for
understanding the
meaning of archae-
ological research. In
a word, the field
has been ‘profession-
alised’. Today a new
generation of archaeologists is publishing and creating
projects on the history of archaeology, promoting
contacts with historians and sociologists of science
and enriching the discipline with their analyses of the
historical foundations of archaeological knowledge.
We can distinguish two main traditions that, from
different perspectives, have fuelled this current
interest in the history of archaeology. In Anglo-
Saxon countries, historiographical studies have been
stimulated by the emergence of the ‘socio-politics
of the past’ in the 1980s. It was at that time
that archaeologists became increasingly interested in
the history of their own discipline, a history that
contained significant examples concerning the social
biases influencing the interpretation of archaeological
evidence. As a result, the Anglo-Saxon world has
witnessed, since the 1990s, a veritable ‘explosion’
of works about how archaeology has been used
to legitimate nationalism, how colonialism has
determined archaeological practices and how gender
prejudices have oriented archaeological research.
The French case is, however, a bit different. In France,
the history of archaeology has been conditioned
by the fact that some of the most important
specialists are historians and historians of science
(for example Noe¨l Coye, Nathalie Richard, Arnaud
Hurel, Marc-Antoine Kaeser, Wiktor Stoczkoswki).
This starting point has determined historiographical
reflections in a number of ways. First, whereas the
Anglo-Saxon disciplinary history has been mostly
written by archaeologists and for archaeologists,
the French history of archaeology has been written
by a number of diverse specialists (including
archaeologists, historians, historians of science, and
historians of anthropology) and for a wider audience.
Second, and related to this interdisciplinarity, French
historiography is firmly rooted in the field of the
history of ideas and in ‘l’histoire des mentalite´s’. Finally,
and as a result of this background, French historians
have generally developed a more critical attitude
towards a number of theoretical problems, such as
presentism, internalism/externalism and so on.
Hurel and Coye’s Dans l’e´paisseur du temps is
a good example of some of the traits that
define the new French history of archaeology.
The book was published on the occasion of
the one-hundred-and-fiftieth anniversary of three
foundational events in the history of prehistoric
archaeology: the publication of Darwin’s On the
origin of species, the recognition of the prehistoric
antiquity of humankind, and the foundation of
the Socie´te´ d’Anthropologie de Paris. Focusing on the
French case, a number of archaeologists (Franc¸ois
Se´mah, Jean-Pierre Mohen), historians (Nathalie
Richard, Noe¨l Coye, Arnaud Hurel), historians of
anthropology (Claude Blanckaert) and historians and
epistemologists of science (Ste´phane Tirard) examine
the main processes involved in the emergence of
‘prehistory’ in the twofold sense of this term (i.e. as ‘the
period before history’ and as a scientific discipline).
From the viewpoint of the history of ideas, this group
of specialists analyse the work of scientists involved
in the recognition of prehistory (see the articles
devoted to Tournal, Lartet and Boucher de Perthes),
the relationships between religions and science (see
chapters by Defrance-Jublot and Pizanias), the role
of certain institutions—such as museums and socie´te´s
savantes—in the institutionalisation of prehistory
(see Richard’s and Se´mah et al.’s chapters) and the
impact of prehistoric research in a number of French
regions (see Remy-Watte´’s and Antoine et al.’s papers).
The book also includes an essay on evolutionism
(Ste´phane Tirard) and an excellent chapter on the
conceptualisation of time in the work of the first
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French prehistorians (Claude Blanckaert). While the
interest of the different chapters varies depending on
the author and the subject, this book brings new
and interesting perspectives about the constitution
of prehistoric archaeology in France at the end of
the nineteenth century. Dans l’e´paisseur du temps
successfully explores the establishment of prehistory
as a multi-faceted process related to a number of
social and cultural developments. In particular, the
volume rightly contextualises the rise of prehistory in
the wider framework defined by other human and
natural sciences such as palaeontology, geology and
geography.
At the same time, the book pays little attention
to the international context in which prehistoric
research emerged. In particular, the linkages between
French scientists and other European scholars are
only vaguely explored. This omission is hard to
understand since many authors in this volume insist
on the international roots of prehistory. In sum,
while greater attention might have been given to
the international context of archaeological research,
Dans l’e´paisseur du temps is a valuable and interesting
attempt to reconstruct the origins of French
prehistory. Well edited and richly illustrated, this
book brings fresh perspectives, ideas and images to
our knowledge concerning the historical foundations
of the discipline.
OSCAR MORO ABADIA
Memorial University of Newfoundland,
St John’s, Canada
(Email: oscar moro abadia@yahoo.es)
ALASDAIR WHITTLE, FRANCES HEALY & ALEX BAYLISS.
Gathering time: dating the Early Neolithic enclosures of
southern Britain and Ireland. xxxviii+992 pages, 640
illustrations, 107 tables, 2 volumes. 2011. Oxford:
Oxbow; 978-1-84217-425-8 hardback £45.
George Box’s apho-
rism, “All models are
wrong, some models
are useful”, offers an
apt introduction to this
magnificent 992-page,
two-volume magnum
opus. The fruits of a
major Arts and Humanities Research Council- and
English Heritage-funded research project, Gathering
Time sets out to place the dating of Early Neolithic
causewayed enclosures in southern Britain and Ireland
on a firmer footing, and to situate these monuments
within the broader context of the Early Neolithic
in these islands. In doing so, it treats the reader
to an in-depth critical evaluation of the currently-
available direct dating evidence for all elements of
the phenomena that fall within our description
of ‘Neolithic’ (domesticated animals, pottery, etc.),
together with a lengthy and wide-ranging reflection
on what the authors refer to (p. 1) as “the initial
establishment and spread of Neolithic things and
practices”, as well as a discussion of what happened
next. In short, it offers everything you ever wanted to
know about causewayed enclosures, and a whole lot
more.
This is no bedtime reading, unless the only cure for
insomnia is the perusal of endless (but invaluable) lists
and tables of radiocarbon dates. Nor is it designed
to be read from cover to cover, as this reviewer did,
emerging dazed, full of admiration for the sheer scale
of the authors’ achievement, and occasionally (and
predictably) infuriated as regards their broadest-level
narrative.
Indeed, such is the level of detail provided in the
region-by-region descriptive chapters (Chapters 3–
12) that, on page vii, the authors wisely recommend
that readers start with the introductory chapters (1
and 2) and one or more of the regional chapters
(with the “most digestible” suggested as 3, 7 and
10) before tackling the more synthetic discussions in
Chapters 12 and 14 and the grand narrational finale in
Chapter 15.
Chapter 1 sets out, with admirable clarity, the
background to the project and the aims and structure
of the volumes. A brief review of prehistorians’
approaches to time and matters of chronological
resolution is presented, and the need to get away
from ‘fuzzy’ chronologies, based on eyeballing
radiocarbon dates, is emphasised. Chapter 2 deals
with radiocarbon dating, and specifically with the
use of Bayesian modelling in order to constrain
the inherent scatter in dates and to create finer-
resolution chronological narratives. The publication
deals with 2350 dates, of which 427 were obtained
for the project—a major addition to our knowledge
base. The issues involved in dealing with old dates,
determined on a variety of materials by various
laboratories over the past 60 years, are discussed
and the rationale and protocols relating to the
newly-obtained dates are presented. Interestingly,
burnt-on organic residues inside pots were found
to produce dates of variable reliability; the reasons
C© Antiquity Publications Ltd.
262
R
ev
ie
w
Review
for this are currently being explored through English
Heritage-funded research at Bristol University. The
authors present a model of good practice in sample
selection and Bayesian modelling, and they are
careful to acknowledge the limitations of the Bayesian
approach, chief among which is the necessity to
define an end point to the phenomenon being
modelled.
The regional chapters present a systematic account of
around 40 causewayed (and tor) enclosures, drawing
on advice from excavators and others with in-
depth knowledge. For each site, location, topography,
history of investigation and previous dating are
summarised, and those dates are modelled. The
objectives and sampling strategy of the new dating
programme for each site are then set out. The results
are tabulated, and their analysis and interpretation
are discussed before an interpretative chronology
(site biography) is constructed. Where alternative
models had been proposed, the account describes
the ‘sensitivity analyses’ undertaken to determine
best fit. Finally, the implications of the new and
modelled dates are discussed. Each chapter ends with
a consideration of the causewayed enclosures in the
light of other evidence for Early Neolithic activity in
the area. Chapter 13 then offers a brief excursus on the
carbon and nitrogen stable isotope analyses of human
and animal bones from causewayed enclosures, which
(inter alia) confirm once more that marine resources
did not feature in people’s diets at this time;
instead, there was a high proportion of animal
protein.
The real task of synthesis begins in Chapter 14, where
it is concluded that—with the possible exception
of Magheraboy in north-west Ireland—causewayed
enclosure construction did not constitute the earliest
evidence for Neolithic presence in southern Britain
and Ireland, but started instead during the last
quarter of the 38th century BC (p. 690), several
generations after the initial appearance of “Neolithic
things and practices” in Britain. Its westward and
northward spread from the Thames estuary is posited
(fig. 14.16), and while some sites were used only
for a short time, others, such as Hambledon Hill,
were used for much longer. Their use is discussed,
and the incidence of violent conflict is mapped
(fig. 14.37). Situating these monuments within the
context of other Early Neolithic activity, the authors
argue that the earliest evidence for Neolithic “things
and practices”—apart from the significantly earlier
cattle bones from Ferriter’s Cove in south-west
Ireland—dates to 4315–3985 cal BC (modelled at
95% probability), and that there had been a spread
westwards and northwards from Kent and the Thames
Estuary (fig. 14.48), accelerating around 3800 BC
(fig. 14.177). Chapter 15 then reviews existing models
for the Neolithisation process and posits its own. This
features very small-scale cross-Channel movement of
farming groups to south-east England, especially the
Greater Thames Estuary, during the 41st century
BC (and possibly continuing as late as the 38th
century), followed by “chain migration” westwards
and northwards, which picked up speed around 3800
BC; some diversification of practices and material
culture during this process of “chain migration” is
used to explain the observed geographical variation.
A process of acculturation of indigenous Mesolithic
communities is envisaged from the earliest appearance
of the colonists, as is continuing contact with the
Continental source area/s (which is invoked to help
explain why people in southern Britain subsequently
started to construct causewayed enclosures). The
authors are studiedly vague about the location
of the source area/s (except in the case of fig. 15.8, of
which more anon) and the reasons for the putative
colonisation.
While the volumes provide a wonderful panorama of
information about many parts of Britain and Ireland,
indeed essential for all who are interested in the
Early Neolithic, serious points of contention remain.
From this reviewer’s perspective, their dismissal of
her ‘Atlantic fac¸ade, Breton’ strand of Neolithisation
(Sheridan 2010: 92–5), and their argument that
passage tombs in Ireland did not start to be built
until the third quarter of the fourth millennium BC
(p. 657), is wholly unconvincing. Their refusal to
acknowledge that the type of monument represented
at Achnacreebeag and elsewhere along the Atlantic
fac¸ade of Britain and Ireland, and its pottery,
are distinctly different from the monuments and
material culture of the Carinated Bowl Neolithic
(p. 850), being instead relatable to Morbihannais
traditions is, frankly, perverse. Just because neither
Audrey Henshall nor Graham Ritchie regarded
the closed chamber and simple passage tomb at
Achnacreebeag as warranting exceptional attention
does not mean that it does not stand at the beginning
of a long and complex sequence of passage tomb
development in Scotland. Furthermore, in seeking
to situate its late Castellic pottery within the later
ceramic repertoire of Scottish court tombs and Irish
mid-fourth millennium traditions, they deny and
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indeed invert the very clear stylistic evolution of
this specific kind of pottery set out by this reviewer
back in 2003 (and indeed as long ago as 1985)!
The fact that, as early as 1975, Ge´rard Bailloud
had remarked on the striking similarity of the
Achnacreebeag bipartite bowl to Castellic pottery
is not remarked upon; and in focusing on the
modelled end-point of late Castellic pottery use in
the Morbihan, rather than on its overall modelled
currency (Cassen et al. 2009: 761, fig. 13), they try
to shoehorn Achnacreebeag and its British and Irish
comparanda into a post-39th century BC scenario.
And with the Irish comparanda, they rightly cast
doubt on Burenhult’s early dates for the Carrowmore
cemetery, but throw the baby out with the bathwater:
a more thorough evaluation of the Carrowmore dates
by Stefan Bergh has arrived at a different conclusion
(Bergh & Hensey forthcoming). Indeed, the rationale
for placing the start of Irish passage tombs as late
as 3640–3205 cal BC (p. 657) is based partly on
the exigencies of the Bayesian modelling method,
which demands that an end be defined for the
phenomenon being modelled (here, the Irish Early
Neolithic). On the grounds that the construction
of passage tombs and the use of the associated
material culture in Ireland represents a change from
what this reviewer terms ‘Carinated Bowl Neolithic’
practices and material culture, the authors use this as a
defining characteristic for “a meaningfully constituted
middle Neolithic” (p. 633). This, surely, represents
special pleading and an unsettling circularity of
argument.
The authors fare little better in critiquing
this reviewer’s ‘trans-Manche ouest’ strand of
Neolithisation (Sheridan 2010: 99–101; 2011 and
Sheridan et al. 2008). They mistakenly lump the
Broadsands simple passage tomb into the ‘Atlantic
fac¸ade’ strand (p. 808) and, even worse, wrongly
describe its pottery as belonging to the Carinated
Bowl tradition (p. 852), despite this author’s careful
argumentation to the contrary in the aforementioned
publications. This, and other errors (e.g. regarding
the status of the Er Grah cattle [p. 849; cf. Cassen
et al. 2009: 739], of the Ferriter’s Cove sheep tooth,
and of the nature and development of Carinated Bowl
pottery in Scotland) vitiate an otherwise worthy—
if over-long—discussion of Neolithisation. Finally,
the inclusion of figure 15.8 (on p. 869 and on
the back cover of Volume 2), which suggests multi-
strand colonisation from different parts of France,
is at odds with the model of ‘ex-SE England lux’
argued elsewhere (e.g. fig. 14.177) and demands more
explanation than the authors provide.
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Urban Mind: cultural and environmental dynamics
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The ‘Urban Mind’ project presented here brings
together an array of approaches to urban phenomena,
ranging across the
Eastern Mediterranean
and Near East, with a
cluster of specific
studies concerned
with Constantino-
ple/Istanbul, as well as
others reaching out to the Americas, Southern Africa
and Southeast Asia. In the age of the Anthropocene
where mega-cities are increasingly the ‘normalcy’,
this project aspires to find clues in the urban past to
enlighten a potentially bleak urban future.
Environmental dynamics are explored at a number
of scales. Finne´ and Holmgren introduce general
patterns of ‘Climate variability in the Eastern
Mediterranean and the Middle East during the
Holocene’, providing one point of departure. By
contrast, Hesse adopts a more social approach to the
formative stages of village and urban societies in the
Near East. Cognitive changes in human relationships
with landscapes and animals, and expanding social
networks from the Natufian, present a different point
of departure for those with an interest in the ‘mind’
behind the Urban Mind. A rather looser approach
to the ‘urban mind’ is extended by Mattes in a
wide-ranging survey of the Neolithic of Northern
Europe.
One ambitious study, framed in terms of ‘socio-
environmental interactions’ is Pederse´n, Sinclair,
Hein and Andersson’s ‘Cities and urban landscapes
in the ancient Near East and Egypt’; it presents
an impressive dataset relating to some 2500 sites
(see http://www.anst.uu.se/olofpede/ANE.kmz), and
then focuses on a more detailed discussion of
southern Mesopotamian settlement landscapes, and
then on city (Babylon). Attempting a more explicit
engagement with issues of societal ‘collapse’ and
‘decline’ (and the narratives we construct around
them), Weiberg, Lindblom, Leppa¨nen, Sjo¨berg and
Nordquist present four studies looking at the Early
Bronze Age of the Aegean, the rise and fall of
the Myceneans, and the rise of the Greek city-
states and their colonies. Looking beyond some of
the more familiar tropes of landscape degradation
and natural catastrophes, they assess critically some
of our more familiar narratives. Can we reframe
perceptions of ‘collapse’ in terms of credible strategies
for survival (and resilience)? In a slightly different
take, Fischer and Herschend also raise questions about
our predispositions to normalise urban modes of
being. Our predisposition to interpret ruins in terms
of disaster is also examined, and questioned: that they
may equally be “the result of a change to the better”
is worth reflecting on. Another interesting direction
is the challenge to the notion of the ‘normalcy’ of
the Urban Mind, whether in modern counter-urban
movements, or amongst early Christian ascetics. This
is how Eskhult’s contribution on urbanism in Late
Antiquity sees the tensions between an early Christian
life rooted in “refined Hellenistic urban culture” and
anti-urban ascetic and monastic traditions.
Issues of resilience are explored in a number of
case-studies. Carlsson sets out the background to
that particularly influential manifestation of the
Urban Mind encountered in the Greek polis, while
Ho¨ghammar examines just one of these, Kos: she
introduces a project with an explicit interest in its
resilience in the face of three potentially catastrophic
earthquakes, under different political regimes. One
failure of urban forms in the face of apparent
environmental stresses is discussed by Delforooz in
relation to the Bronze Age site of Shahr-i Sokht on
the south-east Iranian Plateau, abandoned c.1800 BC.
The lack of resilience of a rather better-studied urban
centre, Rome, is made explicit in the contribution
of Fischer, Lejdega˚rd and Victor, in relation to its
changing position in relation to the fifth-century
Imperial residences and their mints. Some of the
perplexing ruins which offend the Urban Mind
alluded to by Fischer and Herschend are discussed
by Witakowski in a survey of the ruin landscapes of
Syria entitled ‘Why are the so-called dead cities of
northern Syria dead?’
Four contributions explore aspects of the fascinating
urban world of Constantinople/Istanbul, usefully
introduced by Balicka-Witakowska writing on its
transition from Late Antiquity to the Middle Ages.
More ambitious takes on the varied resource strategies
which sustained the city, to its mega-city status
of today, are presented by Ljungkvist, Barthel,
Finnveden and So¨rlin (‘The urban Anthropocene’),
not least in its capacity for self-provisioning from
urban and suburban green spaces. Barthel, So¨rlin
and Ljungkvist further consider its survival strategies,
presented in terms of social-ecological memory. An
especially interesting study of the extraordinarily
diverse linguistic landscapes of Ottoman Istanbul
by Csato´, Brendemoen, Johanson, Ro¨mer and Stein
discusses the transforming effects of its many
immigrant groups, as well as the city’s ability to
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accommodate such linguistic variability. Issues of
language and communication are also explored in
two further contributions, one a fascinating study
by Schaefer on oasis-city-states along the Silk Road
during the first millennium AD in Central Asia. In
a more literary vein, Jahani, considers how the urban
mind is reflected in Balochi literature.
A final section moves the focus further afield. A
single North American study by Neil Price draws
out interesting contrasts between the first, near-
disastrous English experiment at Jamestown, with the
very different approaches adopted by the French on
the St Lawrence. A similarly refreshing look at the
well-trodden ground of early Scandinavian urbanism
is presented by Hillerdal. She makes a strong case
for uncoupling the first phase of eighth-century
town foundations from a single narrative of urban
development connected to emerging royal power at
the turn of the first millennium: it may be that the
early manifestations of comparatively autonomous
trade-based towns were ultimately incompatible with
the claims of emergent kings, and therein lies the
reason for their disappearance. Isendahl (on the agro-
urban landscapes of the pre-Hispanic Maya) considers
the Mesoamerican ‘low-density city’ while Karlstro¨m
introduces the potentially very different urban
mind of Southeast Asia, and specifically Vientiane.
Further very different manifestations of southern
African urban traditions are explored by Manyanga,
Pikirayi and Chirikure (on Mapungubwe and Great
Zimbabwe) and Sinclair (on energy regimes and long-
term settlement dynamics on the Zimbabwe Plateau).
Perhaps understandably, the ambitions and quality
of these papers is quite variable. Thought-provoking
insights are plentiful, if some narratives are sometimes
less satisfying, not least in the seemingly stubborn
refusal of climate proxy data to deliver meaningful
insights beyond the most generalised. As part of the
IHOPE (Integrated History and Future of People on
Earth) initiative, it sets its sights high. As a collection
of papers, its impact may be more modest than
some of the aspirational rhetoric would lead us to
expect, but there is much to find worth reading, and
probably re-reading; that is made possible through a
most welcome open-access policy (see http://uu.diva-
portal.org/smash/get/diva2:384594/FULLTEXT02).
DAVID N. EDWARDS
School of Archaeology & Ancient History,
University of Leicester, UK
(Email: dne1@leicester.ac.uk)
ABDOLRASOOL VATANDOUST, HERMANN PARZINGER
& BARBARA HELWING (ed.). Early mining and
metallurgy on the western Central Iranian Plateau:
the first five years of work (Archa¨ologie in Iran und
Turan 9). viii+728 pages, 734 colour illustrations, 86
tables. 2011. Mainz: Philipp von Zabern for Eurasien-
Abteilung des Deutschen Archa¨ologischen Instituts
Außenstelle Teheran; 978-3-8053-4342-8 hardback
€94.90.
Archaeological re-
search in Iran has
seen a major revival
in the last ten years.
In addition to a
proliferation of new
surveys and exca-
vations, this period
has also seen the publication of several long-
awaited reports on sites excavated prior to the
Iranian Revolution, and the considerably more rapid
publication of several excavations carried out since
the 1990s. The volume under review falls into the
latter category and it is a major volume in many
ways. At 700+ pages is pushes the limits of what
can be published in one hardback volume, but it
contains a wealth of important information between
the boards. The volume consists of twenty-eight
chapters separated into three parts. As one might
expect from a von Zabern publication, it is lavishly
produced, and stands out with its extensive use of
colour images throughout.
By far the largest part of the volume is Part 1 (c. 520
pages), which presents the comprehensive report of
the excavations at the important fourth millennium
BC site of Arisma¯n, which were carried out in 2000,
2001, 2002 and 2004, and complemented by a survey
in 2002 and study seasons in 2002 and 2003. Part
2 (c. 94 pages) focuses on the mining archaeology
of Iran and contains the results of a survey of the
western Central Plateau and the evidence for ore
extraction at Vesˇna¯ve. Part 3 (c. 66 pages) examines
the archaeometallugy of the western Central Plateau,
and incorporates a wide range of analytical results.
This is a volume deserving a detailed review, and
relatively brief specific comments will have to suffice
here. Part 1 includes a brief introduction to Arisma¯n
and detailed discussions of magnetic prospection
conducted at the site (Chapter 3), the excavations
carried out in different areas (Chapters 4–6), and
analyses of the ceramics (Chapters 7–8), small finds
(Chapter 9), lithics (Chapter 10), radiocarbon dates
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(Chapter 11), faunal (Chapter 12) and botanical
remains (Chapter 13), as well as reports on post-
excavation site protection (Chapter 14), artefact
conservation (Chapter 15), restoration (Chapter 16),
the results of archaeological surveys in the site’s
hinterland (Chapters 17–19) and very informative
conclusions (Chapter 20). Arisma¯n appears to have
been an extensive but largely flat site, where different
areas were occupied during the earlier (Sialk III,
Area B) and later (Proto-Elamite, Area C) phases
of the fourth millennium BC. Interestingly, rather
than new houses being built upon older structures
in ways that would produce a typical tell, the
focus of the settlement appears to have moved over
time. Perhaps the most interesting evidence from
Arisma¯n is that for craft production. The Sialk
III deposits have important evidence for relatively
small scale pottery, copper and silver production,
including examples of copper ore, hammerstones,
anvils, crucibles and fragments of moulds for casting
ingots and shaft-hole axes. As Helwing notes “The
scale and scope of metallurgical activity in Arisma¯n
changed dramatically during the second half of the
4th millennium BC” (p. 528), as suggested by the
extensive evidence for various stages of industrial scale
copper production, particularly the manufacture of
flat axes. The evidence for shifts in metal production
processes between the two phases is truly a boon
for those interested in early metallurgy and the rise
of urbanism and early complex societies during the
fourth millennium BC. It is centres such as Arisma¯n
that have been presumed to have played a key role
in the provision of metal resources for elites in
lowland southern Mesopotamia, but the evidence
from Arisma¯n suggests that such settlements may well
have developed within a more localised or at most
regional socio-economic context, and while initially
engaging in trade/exchange with places like Susa in
lowland Khuzestan, the focus of trade subsequently
shifted to the north toward the Hamrin and northern
Syria.
Part 2 introduces the investigations of the metal
extraction sites at Vesˇna¯ve (Chapter 21) and
includes some supplementary reports on fibre samples
(Chapter 22), and the conservation (Chapter 23)
and restoration (Chapter 24) of metal and other
artefacts, as well as a survey of ancient mines in the
surrounding area (Chapter 25). The work at Vesˇna¯ve
provides important information about mining during
the second millennium BC, a period very poorly
known on the Central Plateau and many other areas
in Iran. The mines also reveal intriguing evidence for
their use for ritual activities during the Iron Age.
Part 3 reviews archaeometallurgical research on the
western Central Iranian Platueau (Chapter 26) and
includes discussion of geology of various copper
mineralisations and areas where mining has taken
place, as well as geochemical analyses of ores, slags
and finished objects from Arisma¯n and other sites.
Although largely of interest to specialists, this chapter
offers important insights into the copper production
processes in use during the fourth millennium BC.
The illustrations in the volume are generally
exemplary, though there is some variation in style
between the different sections. Of particular note
are the illustrations of the archaeological deposits
in Chapter 5 (excavations at Arisma¯n, Area C)
and the ceramic material in Chapter 7 (Sialk III
pottery from Area B). The former uses digital colour
renderings of plans to great effect, while the latter
contains digital reproductions of pencil drawings
combined with appropriately-oriented photographs
of individual sherds to highlight the highly distinctive
decoration on these vessels. The images in Part 3 are,
however, disappointing as colour has unfortunately
not been used on several charts, rendering data points
invisible in several instances. There are other instances
where low resolution images have been included and
this unfortunately obscures the data.
The volume ends with an extensive bibliography and
summaries in both English and Persian, which is
to be welcomed. The volume lacks an overarching
concluding chapter that draws together the different
elements, but this is a minor quibble with what is
in most respects a truly outstanding volume. The
editors are to be congratulated for bringing together
the wide range of overview chapters and specialist
reports written by thirty-three primary authors and
additional collaborators. That such a monumental
volume has appeared within seven years of completing
the field research is a testament to the tenacity and
drive of the editors, and they have set a standard that
it can only be hoped others will continue to follow.
CAMERON PETRIE
Department of Archaeology and Anthropology,
University of Cambridge, UK
(Email: cap59@cam.ac.uk)
BRENDAN BURKE. From Minos to Midas: ancient cloth
production in the Aegean and in Anatolia (Ancient
Textiles Series 7). xvi+206 pages, 87 illustrations, 19
C© Antiquity Publications Ltd.
267
Review
tables. 2010. Oxford & Oakville (CT): Oxbow: 978-
84217-406-7 hardback £30.
The study of the
organisation of tex-
tile production in
Neolithic and Mi-
noan Crete, Myce-
naean Crete and
Greece, and Phry-
gian Gordion is an ambitious programme in many
ways. The chronological and geographical areas are
vast, and the types of evidence numerous (from
tools to administrative records, iconography and
textile remains). From the beginning (pp. ix-x),
Brendan Burke states clearly what the reader should
not be expecting from this book (catalogue of
textile tools, study of costume and adornment, fibre
expertise). It is organised in 5 chapters: Chapter
1 is an introduction, Chapter 2 deals with Crete,
Chapter 3 with the Mycenaean world, Chapter
4 with Gordion; Chapter 5 presents comparative
evidence from various regions, from the Near East
to the New World, and the conclusions of the
study. According to Burke, who acknowledges both
the difficulties and the heterogeneous character
of the different corpora chosen for his study, the
unity of the dataset is provided by the centralised and
standardised character of textile production in each
of the fields examined (p. ix). Given the amount of
evidence covered, the present review will necessarily
be selective and focus on aspects most familiar to the
reviewer.
The treatment of the different corpora is inevitably
different. One is surprised by the lack of systematic
treatment of the Mycenaean archaeological evidence,
which contrasts for example with the detailed survey
provided for Minoan Crete, and the exhaustive
chapter on Gordion. Mycenaean textile tools are
certainly not as numerous at those from other periods,
but, and most of all, they are not as well published as
one would wish. There is however a certain amount
archaeological evidence at a range of Mycenaean sites
(see for example Darcque 2005: 193–4), and one
would have expected a more systematic attempt at
listing sites, and drawing all reasonable conclusions
from the extant documentation, instead of the
information scattered (pp. 100–103) along a chapter
almost completely devoted to the Mycenaean texts.
As stated in Chapter 3 (p. 100) and the conclusions
(p. 173), Nichoria offers valuable insight into the
organisation of textile production in a secondary town
of the Pylos kingdom, which is precisely why one
would have expected a more detailed exploitation
of the data provided by Carington Smith’s doctoral
dissertation and more details not only about the
possible specialisation in linen textiles (p. 173), but
also the types of threads and fabrics potentially
produced with the tools attested.
For Crete (Chapter 2), the numbers and typology of
tools published for each site are carefully reviewed
and placed in a wider framework. Burke offers a
detailed presentation of a good number of contexts—
many of them studied first-hand—in which textile
tools have been found, at Knossos and elsewhere,
mostly but not exclusively dated to the Neopalatial
period. The data from the Casa delle Sfere Fittili at
Haghia Triada are missing, although mentioned by
Militello, cited by the author. However, the treatment
often remains descriptive and one would have liked
more detail, whenever possible, about the types of
productions that might be deduced from the extant
evidence (for example on p. 52). At a different
level it is a surprise to see the Phaistos disc quoted
among the evidence for Minoan administration
(p. 43). The iconography of some seals (fig. 30)
is reinterpreted: what was previously described as
representations of vases becomes possible images of
looms (pp. 45–7). The Linear A evidence is also
used, and Burke stresses the scarcity of wool and
textiles mentions. However, the relationship between
MA+RU and Greek μαλλo´ς, ‘wool’ should not
be presented as obvious. It might be interesting to
add the Akrotiri tablet THE 8 (with TELA+SE,
cf. Boulotis 1998: 408–9; 2008: 77). This section
would also have benefited from Olivier’s (1987) study,
which characterises the Linear A documentation
as ‘domaniale’, local, in any case non-palatial, as
opposed to the central, palatial character of Linear
B. Thus it seems hardly possible to use it to
assess the involvement of Minoan palaces in textile
production. The review of Linear B documents
related to the organisation of textile production is
a good synthesis, even if inaccuracies subsist, such
as the qualification of food rations as payment for
workers (p. 172), against the definition by Palmer
(1992: 481: “the ration is [. . .] not payment for their
labour”).
One of the most interesting parts of the book
lies in the analysis of the evidence from Phrygian
Gordion (chapter 4). Archaeological contexts are
presented in detail and placed in a wider economic
and historical context; the various groups of textile
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tools are counted and classified according to weight
and shape, including for example a detailed account of
the weight loss undergone by excavated imperfectly-
fired clay loomweights (p. 130). The combination
of grinding activities and textile production
(pp. 139–41, especially fig. 74, from Building
TB7) is particularly interesting, as is the study of
individual weaving tool kits, or rarely preserved
artefacts such as the weaving comb from TB2
(fig. 71).
Chapter 5, which brings together data from Egypt, the
Near East and the New World, might have deserved
some additional in depth-research. Burke states that
his aim is only to show that “cloth figures heavily in
economics all over the world” (p. 16). For the Near
East, one is nonetheless surprised by the (too?) quick
overview (p. 164) of chronologically heterogeneous
epigraphical corpora. For cuneiform texts the original
reference is sometimes omitted (p. 164), or reduced
to an indication (“Speiser 1935–36”, for a Nuzi
text mentioning purple dye, p. 39) which makes it
difficult to identify it among the hundred texts of the
volume. More importantly, the use of the outdated
concept of ‘temple-state’ (p. 164), long-abandoned
by Assyriologists, is confusing.
The conclusion’s title, ‘Tying it all together’, expresses
well, in my view, both the force and the weaknesses
of Burke’s study: taking into account documentations
over a timespan of more than 2000 years and great
geographical distances makes it unavoidably hard to
give a global unity to the subject and to exploit all
datasets at the same level. However, an important
contribution of the book is to have focused on a sector
of ancient economies usually not treated separately
and in depth, and to have used documents from a wide
historical and geographical field, thus constituting an
interesting starting point for a first approach of this
field of studies. As a whole, this stimulating book is
well presented and nicely illustrated; a detailed table of
contents and well-made index make its consultation
easy.
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RICHARD G. LESURE. Interpreting ancient figurines:
context, comparison, and prehistoric art. xiv+256
pages, 95 illustrations, 6 tables. 2011. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press; 978-0-521-19745-8
hardback £60 & $95.
Richard Lesure provides
an ambitious alternative to
current work on prehistoric
figurines by following an
art historical approach to
comparison. The task he
sets is significant: how
should archaeologists best
handle similarities among
objects that come from
distant regions and periods,
specifically objects that
are representations of the
human form?
Drawing on the work of
Erwin Panofsky, T.J. Clark
and, more particularly, George Kubler’s hexagonal
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dimensions of visual style, Lesure provides a
six-approach framework for comparing figurines on
a global scale: iconography (what a figurine was
intended to represent); iconology (what a figurine
symbolised); synchronic and diachronic analyses
(what are the similarities and differences among
figurines over distances of time and spaces); use (what
purpose did a figurine serve); and window-on-society
(what structures of social discourse does a figurine
refer to).
Panofsky’s work will be known to many
archaeologists, as will Clark’s; Kubler’s work may be
less familiar, and it is unclear why Lesure was attracted
to Kubler’s system (it may have been a desire to
take a comparative position where style is a central
variable) and why he includes little discussion of
the substantial debate in archaeology about style.
But we must remember that Lesure’s approach
is art historical and thus removed from current
archaeological concerns with intention, meaning,
and interpretation. This is the subject of much of
this review: by listing what an archaeologist would
expect to see and could not find, the intention is
not to berate the author but to assess the usefulness
of a global, comparative art historical approach to
figurines.
Framework described, Lesure takes the reader
on a vigorous voyage through the figurines of
Palaeolithic Eurasia, the Neolithic of the Near
East and Formative Mesoamerica, and tests the
applicability of each of the six approaches to each
figurine tradition. Different images demand different
approaches and individual approaches contain further
specifics of method (comparison of form through time
requires an investigation of four patterns: stability,
divergence, convergence, directional transformation).
Lesure’s detailed reviews of these figurine traditions
are impressive and thorough, with important
discussions of trends in surface patterns and of
the numbers of objects recovered from individual
sites.
Central to the book is a cross-cultural search for
‘femaleness’, however that is defined or whatever
it might represent or mean. The argument that
femaleness is a common theme is however weakened
by insufficient regard for specific cultural context.
Indeed, while female attributes are clear in many
examples, for other traditions presented, the record
is less amenable, leading the author towards
uncharted territory, driven by his determination to
see femaleness as a valid category of analysis across
cultures (to wit, the statement that femaleness is part
of a “fan of references prompted by the schematic
images even if they themselves were not identifiable
as female”).
Lesure’s focus on femaleness is thus severely
blurred and restricts the potential impact that his
detailed and wide-ranging study might have had,
had he stepped away from such a simplistic vision
of identity and asked more general questions (i.e.
why does the human body become a vehicle for
modelling and decoration in so many prehistoric
cultures across the globe?). To ask that question
requires a commitment to modern social theory about
the body, about materiality and material culture,
and to a more holistic treatment of the human and
non-human representational histories within the
communities studied. Equally, the substantial work by
archaeologists on gender should be tapped; there key
debates in archaeology will be found, over sexuality,
heteronormativity, materiality, gender and material
culture, and particularly the constructed nature
of identity, including femaleness and concepts of
body.
Lesure’s decision to avoid these rich and vital debates
in the humanities and social sciences undermines
his otherwise deep and detailed descriptive research.
The author calls for a return to grand history, an
approach he feels is suited to figurines because of
their cross-cultural formal similarities. If anything,
the book provides a good example of how a grand,
global comparative approach can handle neither the
local variety and diversity of material culture nor
the deeper complexities of particular schemes of
meaning and use. Lesure is aware of the problem;
he terms his work an experiment in placing
contextualism at the service of universalism.
Unfortunately tortuous writing further weakens
Lesure’s argument: “patterns are synthesized according
to how they promote or hide the various analytical
modes available for the investigation of imagery.
Textural wrinkles correspond to shifts among
applicable analytical modes. Such shifts signal
likely changes in interpretive outcomes of localized
contextualizations” (p. 212). I have no idea what
these sentences mean. When clarity is needed, fog
descends: students (undergraduate or postgraduate)
will find much of the writing (and thus the reasoning)
impenetrable. Regrettably the publishers did not
provide the firm editorial guidance that a work,
originally a doctoral dissertation and a book long in
gestation (p. xiii), needed. On a more positive note,
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some illustrations are outstanding (the detailed Sha’ar
Hagolan figurines).
Despite its title, and as its author points out, this
is not a book about figurines and what they might
mean. The approach is to analyse different approaches
to the material. But as a source for a methodology
for figurine analysis, the book is a disappointment:
the figurines take a back seat to a comparison of
approaches, and archaeologists seeking insights from
comparative art history will be left deeply frustrated.
DOUGLASS W. BAILEY
Department of Anthropology,
San Francisco State University, USA
(Email: dwbailey@sfsu.edu)
FRANCISCO ESTRADA-BELLI. The first Maya civiliza-
tion: ritual and power before the Classic period. xvi+176
pages, 93 illustrations. 2011. Abingdon & New York:
Routledge; 978-0-415-42993-1 hardback; 978-0-
203-83913-3 e-book; 978-0-415-42994-8 paperback
£21.99.
Perhaps the most
important advances
in Maya archaeology
in the past fifty years
have been the de-
cipherment of the
hieroglyphic writing
system, which has
allowed epigraphers
to write detailed
histories of many
Maya rulers, sites and regions, and an increased
understanding of the early Maya, whose settlements
are often buried under many centuries of later
buildings.
Francisco Estrada-Belli’s new book on the early Maya
stems from a decade of excavations and survey by
the Holmul Project at Holmul, Cival, La Sufricaya,
and other sites in the northeast Pete´n of Guatemala.
Scholars from several countries and many institutions
have contributed research on remote sensing,
mural paintings, epigraphy, lake deposits, ceramics,
lithics and archaeological preservation. The book
presents and interprets the results of these
investigations, seen in the broader context of the
southern Maya lowlands.
The most important results of the project relate
to the early Maya. The earliest levels at Holmul (in
1909 the first Maya site to see carefully recorded
excavations) produced a large collection of pottery
dating to the earliest centuries of ceramic production
in the Maya lowlands, from about 1000 to 700 BC.
This material is similar to early assemblages from sites
in Belize, lowland Guatemala, and, as we now know,
the Puuc Hills and north-western Yucata´n. Estrada-
Belli’s interpretations of the significance of this early
Middle Preclassic lowland complex are among the
most convincing and useful to date.
Cival, discovered by this project, is a large Preclassic
site never covered by Classic-period deposits.
Although its largest public buildings, including
a pyramid with large stucco deity masks and
polychrome murals, date to the Late Preclassic (c. 400
BC–AD 100), by far the most ambitious construction
dates to the early Middle Preclassic, when nearly
a quarter of a square kilometre at the top of the
hill was levelled by adding as much as 7m of large
rocks, a volume of reportedly more than a million
cubic metres. One purpose of this new raised plaza
was to accommodate public rituals associated with
the site’s first E-Group, architectural assemblages
linked to the development of ruling elites, the yearly
agricultural cycle, maize cultivation and aspects of
Maya cosmology. Estrada-Belli concludes that the
birth of Cival as a ceremonial centre coincided with
these public constructions, perhaps as early as 800
or 750 BC. E-Groups and their plazas were among
the first major constructions at Seibal, Tikal, Nakbe,
Cahal Pech, and many other southern lowland sites,
suggesting that this architectural feature marks the
origins of Maya public construction and architectural
ritual in the southern lowlands.
The author devotes a chapter to Preclassic art
and iconography, placing in a wider context
the large Holmul and Cival stucco masks and the
Preclassic Stela 2 and mural figures from Cival.
Dated to between 400 and 200 BC, these constitute
a remarkable early collection of diverse and well-
preserved elements, all relating to royal power, the
maize god and creation.
By about AD 100 most Preclassic Maya lowland
sites from the Pete´n and Belize to far north-western
Yucata´n were abandoned, including Cival and the
huge sites of the Mirador Basin. Tikal appears to have
been among the exceptions, and Estrada-Belli argues
that these years saw great social and political changes
in the lowlands, marked by the eclipse of El Mirador
and its allies and the rise of the Classic dynasties,
dominated by Tikal.
La Sufricaya is a small Early Classic ceremonial centre
about 1km from the centre of Holmul, graced by two
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stelae dating to about AD 400 and a palace with
mural fragments showing many Teotihuacan-style
warriors, a Maya receiving something from a ruler
seated on a Teotihuacan-style pyramid, an accession-
related scaffold sacrifice, and other scenes. Estrada-
Belli links these murals to Tikal and possibly to
Teotihuacan warriors, suggesting that the Holmul
area was of strategic value in securing land routes
to Caribbean ports. He also links this possible
Early Classic Teotihuacan intrusion to the collapse
of the Preclassic Maya attested by the ubiquitous
abandonment of sites throughout the lowlands.
Estrada-Belli’s core argument is that Maya civilisation
was an historical process that began many centuries
before the Classic period. He believes it reached its
first and greatest peak at El Mirador, a state-level
society, but that its ritual, political and architectural
origins can be seen as far back as the first E-Group
plazas at Cival, Seibal, Tikal and other sites. What
followed in the Classic period was “less dazzling.”
This is not a new idea, but it is an important
one, and it deserves the attention it receives in this
book.
Although the writing is clear and lively, some may
find the organisation and content of chapters rather
hard to follow and overlapping, with the focus shifting
and not always clear. Northern Maya archaeologists
may regret Estrada-Belli’s decision to neglect this half
of the lowlands, especially because recent excavations
(often difficult to access in print) have documented
early remains in Yucata´n and Campeche that relate
directly to the subject of this book. The volume’s
main purpose, however, is to present the results of
the Holmul Project in its immediate context, not
to provide a comprehensive history of the Preclassic
Maya. Many readers will question the causal link
between the Preclassic collapse and the arrival of
Teotihuacan influence, because these were separated
by at least 250 years. This issue raises the question
of both the Preclassic and Classic lowland collapses
and abandonments, which Estrada-Belli attributes in
large measure to political causes, at a time when many
archaeologists have come to accept the importance
of pan-Mesoamerican droughts in these dramatic
changes.
Finally, a few matters should be clarified about
El Mirador, which plays a central role in this
presentation. Ian Graham, who first reported the site,
did not say that it was a predominantly Late Preclassic
construction. He suggested it was a linguistically
differentiated group but did not speculate that it
predated the Classic Maya. The first stratigraphic ex-
cavations at El Mirador were those of Joyce Marcus in
1970, not Brigham Young University and Harvard
in the 1980s, and the ceramics indicated to Marcus
that it was a Preclassic site. The Danta Pyramid at
El Mirador is described as the largest Mesoamerican
pyramid, but this honour is usually reserved for the
pyramid at Cholula, followed by the Sun Pyramid at
Teotihuacan.
These issues aside, Estrada-Belli’s book contains many
valuable and instructive insights and convincing
arguments and is well worth reading.
E. WYLLYS ANDREWS
Tulane University, New Orleans, USA
(Email: wandrews@tulane.edu)
MIKE PARKER PEARSON with KAREN GODDEN,
RAMILISONINA, RETSIHISATSE, JEAN-LUC SCHWEN-
NINGER, GEORGES HEURTEBIZE, CHANTAL RADIM-
ILAHY & HELEN SMITH. Pastoralists, warriors and
colonists: the archaeology of southern Madagascar
(British Archaeological Reports International Series
2139). xxxvi+726 pages, 509 figures, 70 tables.
2010. Oxford: Archaeopress; 978-1-4073-0680-3
paperback £95.
This volume re-
ports on over a
decade of archaeo-
logical research in
southern Madagas-
car, covering sur-
vey and excavations
between 1991 and
2003. Its stated aim
is merely to report
the results of this work, which it does very
comprehensively; indeed the scale and scope of the
fieldwork is reflected in a volume that does more
than simply chart site locations or excavation results.
The size of the book alone—726 pages including
183 pages of appendices listing documentary sources,
oral histories, and full site gazetteer—speaks for the
quantity and quality of data produced by this project.
The volume (and the survey it reports) covers the last
three millennia, although with particular detail from
the tenth century AD onwards, when widespread
and consistent evidence for human occupation of
the landscape appears. The chapters are sometimes
organised explicitly by chronological range, such
as the tenth–thirteenth centuries, and sometimes
by theme, as with consideration of the extinction
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of the megafauna. The structure is explained in
the introduction as having crystallised from the
developing research objectives of the project, which
began as an ethnoarchaeological study of tomb
architecture in the region.
Chapters 1 and 2 lay the groundwork, covering
the environmental and anthropological landscapes of
Madagascar respectively. A summary of the island’s
geography and its changing connection with the
African mainland explains its unique ecosystem, and
introduces the micro-environments that constitute
the setting for the archaeological survey: coastal
estuaries, extensive river systems extending into the
interior, and a sandy coastal plain that is occupied in
later centuries only. Chapter 3 then summarises the
project, outlining an impressive range of techniques,
including mapping, field survey, the collection of oral
histories and excavation. The authors are very honest
about the changing priorities of the project, and the
evolution of the research agenda through time.
Chapter 4 presents the evidence recovered for the
first millennium BC to the first millennium AD,
through discussion of the extinction of Aepyornis, a
giant bird that was part of the indigenous megafauna.
The multiple links between this extinction and the
appearance of humans in the region are discussed,
and the evidence reviewed for the earliest human
intervention in southern Madagascar. This chapter
will be of interest to many readers for its treatment
of a key debate in Madagascan archaeology. Finds of
Aepyornis eggshell at more than 50 sites demonstrate
the potential to stimulate the debate by considering
human interaction with this giant bird. Although the
authors date the earliest human presence here to c. 350
BC (p. 71), the first evidence for settled occupation
comes with a series of sites in the Menarandra
rivermouth, dating to the seventh–tenth centuries AD
(p. 78). These sites are associated with ceramics that
have clear affinities with East African assemblages
at this time (Chami 1994). Yet, petrography
demonstrates they were made locally. Another notable
aspect of these sites is the radiocarbon dates obtained
for Aepyornis eggshell remains. Archaeological layers
associated with eggshell debris were excavated, and
the dates obtained from charcoal compared with
those from the eggshell: the results indicate a clear
reservoir effect, with eggshell dates c. 740+− 12 years
too early across the board. This allows the authors
to discuss the extinction of Aepyornis, and the extent
of its coexistence with human populations, with new
chronological and contextual rigour.
Chapter 5 reports on a key part of the survey, the 58
sites associated with the manda civilisation (tenth–
thirteenth centuries) that were mapped along the
rivers of southern Madagascar (p. 108). A sequence
could be established, starting with a concentration of
settlement in five large ‘proto-urban’ sites with stone
enclosures, later to found new, smaller settlements
in riverine settings. Excavations in the enclosure
at Andaro recovered many fascinating aspects of
the settlement, including house structures with
stone footings and packed earth platforms. Intensive
mapping of surface finds showed that imported goods
were limited to a certain area of the site. Further spatial
detail consisted of a series of structured deposits that
delineate the various spaces around the settlement.
The fourteenth–fifteenth-century sites in Chapter
6 represent an apparent break from the preceding
manda civilisation. Again, the scale of survey along
the river valleys where both these types of site were
located allows a view on the overall pattern over time;
people occupied entirely different locations, and lived
in much smaller village-type settlements associated
with a different style of ceramics. Yet the 38 sites
surveyed hint at more continuity than is immediately
obvious: many are close to the smaller settlements of
the manda period and some aspects of life, particularly
diet, continue unbroken (p. 210).
European colonisation and the subsequent history of
southern Madagascar is explored in Chapters 7 and
8, which show how settlement moved dramatically
from the sixteenth century to occupy the sandy
plateau previously only sparsely used. This move, and
the subsequent history of occupation, with a great
increase in sites from the eighteenth century onwards,
is explored in the context of colonial presence and
the internal dynamics of the expansionist Merina
state. Documentary sources add significant detail to
these chapters, although the archaeology presents a
counter-narrative to some of the tales of European
domination. The Tandroy kingdom, for example, is
known to have been a hierarchical society but the
archaeological evidence shows that this distinction is
poorly represented in material goods; guns were the
only clear material correlate of high status, and
the only European import enthusiastically embraced
in this region (p. 462).
Chapter 9 concerns the tombs that have become an
important part of the landscape from the twentieth
century onwards. These are put into landscape and
historical context, but also explored as part of the
changing political circumstances of the region, and
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in the light of the recent marginalisation of Tandroy
groups. The final chapter, which reviews the landscape
throughout the period, considers this memorialisation
as the latest place-making activity in a long process
of inhabiting and demarcating these landscapes, and
outlines some of the social trajectories visible in
the historical and archaeological record, such as the
increasing subordination of women.
The sum of these parts makes a considerable
whole. The volume is data-rich and full of ideas
relating to different aspects of the material record.
The authors resist creating a single narrative of deve-
lopment over time, presenting instead a story of
continuity and disjuncture as it grew through their
archaeological research. Much of the detail is made
possible through the comprehensive nature of the
project, which included ceramic, faunal and other
analyses and numerous radiocarbon dates. Even the
tenth–thirteenth century imports, which are a tiny
part of the assemblages from the manda sites, are dealt
with in full, including provenance and associations.
There are problems, of course. The structure of the
volume means that some data get a little lost—
for example the excavations of first-millennium sites
with East African ceramics feature in the chapter
on extinction of the megafauna—and that the mass
of detail sometimes overwhelms the points being
made. Illustrations are plentiful, but the monochrome
photographs did not come out very clearly. But these
are small complaints. Pastoralists, warriors and colonists
is an extremely valuable publication, with a wealth of
data that can be mined by scholars of Madagascan
history and archaeology alike. The inclusion of most
survey participants as joint authors in the volume is
a model of collaborative research, and it will stand as
a key text in our understanding of the archaeology of
this important region.
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JOHN BINTLIFF & MARK PEARCE (ed.). The death
of archaeological theory? iv+90 pages, 9 illustrations.
2011. Oxford & Oakville (CT): Oxbow: 978-1-
84217-446-3 paperback £12.95.
The theme of this
book should be of
interest to all archae-
ologists. Arguably,
ever since the advent
of the New Archae-
ology of the 1960s,
theory has had a
profound influence
on our disciplinary
conduct. The question in the title, The death of
archaeological theory?, posed at a session of an
European Association of Archaeologists conference in
2006, gives a concrete shape to previously-rumoured
dissatisfaction with archaeological theory and its lack
of productive advancements. Such became apparent
when the 2009 plenary session of the Theoretical
Archaeology Group (TAG) meeting at Durham was
dedicated to this “death” of archaeological theory.
Now, this slim volume opens up the debate on these
serious concerns about archaeological theoretical
conduct in the discipline at large.
The six contributions in this book give their
own perspective on the foregoing development of
archaeological theory. The most explicit general
consensus is that archaeological theory is not dead or
cannot die. Notwithstanding this, the introduction
clearly expresses the actual aim, which is “to suggest
that a session on ‘The Death of Archaeological
Theory?’ could stimulate radical questioning about
its future development” and to ponder that “‘The
Death of the Archaeological Theorist’ might be a
liberating thought experiment” (p. 1). However, each
contributor reaches the conclusion that archaeological
theory is not dead by assessing the (recent) past
rather than opportunities for the future. Even
Kristiansen and Pluciennik, who do attempt to tackle
the latter, merely predict that archaeological theory
will passively follow an emergent direction, basing
themselves on historiographical assertions instead of
actively questioning future theoretical directions.
Two papers specifically argue that theory cannot
die: Kristiansen focuses on the perpetual changes in
theoretical directions over time, while Flannery and
Marcus argue that archaeological theory is merely on
loan from other disciplines and therefore cannot die.
Meanwhile, Gramsch is happy to let archaeological
theory continue to be subordinate to practice,
as reflection on the history of Central European
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conduct prompts. Only the insightful contribution
of Pluciennik carries an underlying acknowledgement
that ‘doing’ theory is inevitable because method and
theory cannot be definitively separated.
According to Bintliff and Pearce’s respective contri-
butions, ‘doing’ theory (which Bintliff suggests was
previously principally undertaken by ideopraxists)
should be eclectic and pragmatic, as a toolbox or in
bricolage fashion (Pearce). Unfortunately this remains
an esoteric endeavour. Bintliff and Pearce introduce
the book proposing a pledge to adopt such a pragmatic
pluralist eclecticism, but they subsequently fail to
explain what this eclecticism is or how it should ideally
be used. If eclecticism is to become as omnipresent
and potent as Bintliff and Pearce advocate, we might
be heading for a reincarnation of post-modernism,
in Thomas and Tilley’s words (1992: 106) “one
of the most nebulous of terms, simultaneously
over- and under-defined.” Moreover, how should the
categorically opposing ideological agendas of theories
be combined in eclectic applications? Is ‘doing’ theory
to become as abstruse as ‘doing’ agency (see Dobres
and Robb 2005)?
Pluciennik, however, indicates persuasively that
agreement over theory and the task of archaeology
is presently not reached because, rather than tolerant
pluralism, the already disparate and fragmentary
nature of theory creates a sense that theory is
dying because of mutual incompatibility. Adversely
the book as a whole leaves open the possibility
that extant eclecticism is the cause of dissatisfaction
instead of a solution. The evaluative framework of
the book thus becomes confused. Moreover no-one
addresses how any pick-and-mix approach should
treat unsatisfactory past theories, their supposedly
incommensurable characters thus kept alive in current
research.
Despite its shortcomings this volume is important
because it problematises an aspect of research
involving all archaeologists. It is a commendable
attempt to open up a general disciplinary debate. It
offers an insightful perspective on how we created
the current condition of theoretical conduct and
provides a unifying vantage point where recent
volumes on archaeological theory have tended
to either isolate specific fields or anthologise
thought. Its contributions coincidentally replicate the
identification of the emergence of two major concerns
in current archaeological theory, i.e. interpretive and
evolutionary approaches (see Cochrane & Gardner
2011).
In this context, the contributions make for an
attractive, though often frustrating, read. In particular
the book eschews the questioning of the future
development of archaeological theory. It does not
offer concrete questions for future research or a
guide on how to continue theoretical conduct on
any basis. Surely, simply adding a few pages per
chapter would have given the authors the space
to discuss their thoughts and suggestions on how to
shape and continue archaeological theory after its
presumed ‘death’. So the volume primarily provides
an introduction to the debate but, perhaps because
its editors have tried to avoid being over-prescriptive,
it falls short of its aims. This book leaves the debate
where it started: archaeological theory has stalled and
its task is not reinvigorated.
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